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PUBLI C MEETI NG ON THE
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15 Rope Ferry Road
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PROCEEDI NGS
[7:04 p.m]

MR, SHERI DAN. Good evening. W would like to get
started. So those of you who want to sit down, naybe you
want to grab a seat.

| am Fheras Tony Sheridan, the First Sel ect man of
Waterford and, needl ess to say, what happens at Northeast
Uilities is of great inportance to us. | am pl eased that
we are having t+o this public session to hear fromboth the
conpany and from NRC on the process for deconm ssioni ng
Unit 1.

Before | introduce the gentleman in charge, what |
would like to do is call on Teri Concannon. \Were is Teri?
I know she is here. There you are.

Teri, would you like to nmake a brief statenent.
We are | ooking for sone representatives, citizens
representatives on your conmittee. Wuld you like to cone
forward and really do a little bit of an advertisenent here?

MS. CONCANNON:. Thank you. For those of you don't
know, my nanme is Teri Concannon, and | amthe co-chair of
t he Nucl ear Energy Advisory Council, which was created by
the legislature in Connecticut in 1996, August 1st, and we
have been going since then with a conmittee of 13, and we
have been nonitoring and providing oversi ght on behal f of
the citizens of what has happened at MIIstone and at
Connecticut Yankee. So we have got to the point now where
we have seen the restart of MIlstone 2 and 3, and we have
t he decomni ssioning of MIIlstone 1 and the decomi ssi oni ng

of Connecticut Yankee.
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Now, Connecticut Yankee deconmi ssioni ng has been
underway for a little while, and they already have what is
called as a Citizens Deconmi ssioning Advisory Comittee, or
Council. But CDAC it is called anyhow. And they have
representatives fromthe towns around Haddam Neck, in
Haddam and they neet on a nonthly basis.

Now, we have -- peopl e have approached us here,
First Sel ect man Fhemras Tony Sheridan and M| stone and you,
to see if NEACis prepared to play a role in nonitoring or
observing the deconm ssioning of MIIstone 1 on behalf of
the citizens. And it seerms to make a | ot of sense, rather
than having a plethora of councils and conmittees and
citizens involved, we have a subconmittee of NEAC whi ch has
for the past three years been in action, dependi ng upon what
i s going on and has been | ooking at Connecticut Yankee. So
at our last neeting on June -- no, July 15th, we voted to
have a subcomittee truly active, in-place, to nonitor and
observe the decommi ssioning of MIIstone 1

And this conmittee, we have two co-chairs, Pearl
Rat hbun, who is here and Pearl is fromN antic and we have
Kevin Ryan, who is a State Representative and he lives in
Montford, and they are going to provide the | eadership for
this subcomittee

VWhat we are | ooking for is nenbers of the public
who woul d be interested in also participating on the
conmittee. W don't see it as taking a lot of tine, but we
see it as playing an inportant role in acting as a conduit
for information that the citizens mght |ike to have,

respondi ng to concerns that people would have, and providing
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a report on perhaps a quarterly basis. So ny reason for
asking to speak tonight is asking if anybody here,
particularly those who live in the five nmile EPE€ EPZ zone,
that woul d be people who live in Montford, N antic, East
Lyne, Waterford and New London, if any people fromthose
towns would like to be a part of the subcomrittee of NEAC

The neetings would be held in this area, so there
isn'"t an issue of commuting |ong distances, and | think it
woul d be a great opportunity. W certainly would wel cone
it. W have had other people in the past as nenbers of
ot her subcomittees we have had, and it is very, very
i mportant.

So if you are interested, there are several people
you could |l et know. Pearl Rathbun. Pearl, where what is
your phone nunber and how are you avail abl e?

MS. RATHBUN: Ckay. | would be avail able either
at my office, which is area code 860-739-2420, which is the
East Lyne Fire Marshal's Ofice.

MS. CONCANNON: kay. Let ne say that one again,
860-7 --

M5. RATHBUN:  739.

MS. CONCANNON:  739.

M5. RATHBUN:  2420.

M5. CONCANNON:  2420. And that is -- Pearl works
in the East Lynme --

M5. RATHBUN: It is a conbination of Fire Mrshal
Emer gency Servi ces.

MS. CONCANNON:. Energency Services. So you could

al so find themobviously in the blue pages for East Lyne.
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My phone nunber, if you are interested in calling
me, | live nowin Marlboro, which is 295-1117. W have al so
got e-mail and fax anything that woul d be convenient for
you. And | will be here for the rest of the neeting, or --
it depends how late we go -- but | will be here for a while
and Pearl will be here. And we also have two ot her nenbers
of the council here, John Markowi cz from New London -- from
Waterford and John Helmfrom G oton. And Frank Rothen is
al so a part of NEAC

So we wel conme your input and |look forward to
hearing fromyou. Qur next neeting is on Septenber the
16th. That neeting is going to be held at Connecti cut
Yankee, because we are going to have a tour of the facility
to see how they are undertaki ng deconmmi ssi oni ng at
Connecticut Yankee. But we will addressing the
deconmi ssi oni ng of both plants that night and devoting the
neeting to that subject. So thank you very nuch. Thanks.

MR, SHERI DAN. Thank you, Teri

The neeting tonight is not a public hearing, it is
an opportunity to exchange information and there will be a
public participation period as soon as both NRC and
Northeast Utilities have an opportunity to nake
presentations.

What | amgoing to ask is that everyone respect
everyone el se's opinions, as usual, and that we be
constderation considerate with our tinme. And we would hold
it tothree minutes, and we will go back and get you a
second tine if tinme permts, but to give everybody an

opportunity to be heard fairly and appropriately.
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| have to step out for a few m nutes, but | will
be back in about three-quarters of an hour, but that should
be about the end of the presentations.

And | would Iike now to introduce Duke Weel er
who is the NRC representative who will start the bal
rolling here. And, again, thank you very nmuch for coning
and we want to nake this as open and public a process as we

possi bly can. Thank you. Thank you, Duke.

MR, WHEELER:  Thank you, Femmr Tony. (Good evening

and thank you for taking tinme to cone to this neeting with
the NRC staff tonight to participate in our regulatory
program for the deconm ssioning of MIlstone Unit 1. | am
Duke Wheel er and the Licensing Project Manager for M| stone
Unit 1 in the NRC s Division of Licensing Project

Managenent. | amthe NRC principal point of contact for the
MIllstone 1 facility.

Bef ore going any further, | would Iike to point
out a fewthings. There is a couple of sign-up lists in the
back of the room if you are not aware of it. This neeting
is being transcribed, and | have a sign-up list in the back
of the room for anybody who would |ike a copy of the
transcript, if you would give us your nane and address.
There is also a sign-up list in the back of the room for
anybody who would like to nake conments to the staff after
the prepared presentations. So, please feel free to put
your name on those lists if you have not al ready done so and
would Iike to get the transcript or nake coments.

I would also like to point out that in the back of

the roomthere is a couple of handouts. One of themis
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Nort heast Nucl ear Energy's Post-Shut down Deconmi ssi oni ng
Activities Report for MIlstone Unit 1. It looks like this,
it is a small docunent about 20 pages. | brought quite a
few copies. |If you would like a copy, feel free to get one
at the back table.

The ot her handout that | have is a reference book
It looks like this, and it is entitled, "Staff Responses to
Frequently Asked Questions Concerni ng Deconmi ssioni ng of
Nucl ear Power Reactors." |If you would Iike one of these, it
is available in the back of the roomfor as |ong as supplies
| ast.

We understand that substantial |ocal interest may
al so exist for Units 2 and 3, but those plants are beyond
the scope of this evening' s neeting and we don't have the
cogni zant staff nmenbers present tonight to address interests
related to our oversight of Units 2 and 3.

There are several purposes for having this neeting
tonight. First, it is to give Northeast Nucl ear Energy
Conpany an opportunity to tell the NRC staff and the public
what their plans are for deconmi ssioning MIIlstone Unit 1.
Anot her purpose of tonight's neeting is to nake sure the
public is aware of the deconm ssioning process for a
per manent |y shutdown nucl ear power plant. The third purpose
is to provide a forumin which the NRC staff can receive
public coments on the |icensee's proposal and our process.
And, finally, we are also here to fulfill a regulatory
requi renent to conduct a public neeting in the vicinity of
the site soon after a licensee issues their Post-Shutdown

Decomi ssioning Activities Report.
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Before going any further, | would like to
introduce the rest of the NRC staff who are here this
evening. M. Stuart R chards is the Director of Project
Directorate IV in the Division of Licensing Project
Managenent. Hi s organization manages the |icensing projects
for all operating reactors in the NRCs Region IV, which is
roughly the western half of the United States, plus all the
deconmi ssi oni ng power plants across the entire United
St at es.

To ny right is Dr. Mchael Masnik. He is the
Chi ef of the Deconm ssioning Section under M. Richards, and
he is nmy inmedi ate supervisor. He supervises 12 Project
Managers such as nyself who are involved in various aspects
of the decommi ssioni ng program which, at the present tine,

i ncl udes deconmi ssioning-related activities at 17 nucl ear
power plants around the country.

One of those 12 professionals supervised by Dr.
Masnik is M. Phil Ray, who is also working the slide
projector, and he is the Backup Project Manager in our
Decomi ssioning Section for MIIstone Unit 1.

John Hi cknman is another Project Manager in the
Decomi ssioning Section. He is a new addition to the
section, comng to us fromthe Qperating Rectors Licensing
Proj ect Organi zation.

Also with us tonight, in the back of the room is
Ms. Etoy Hylton and Ms. Carol Janerson. Etoy has been
supporting the Deconmi ssioning Section as a Licensing
Assistant for a long tine, but, unfortunately, we |ost her

in a reorgani zation, but, fortunately, we gained Carol and
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10
many of Etoy's responsibilities are being turned over to
her. They are here to assist you with placing your nanes on
the sign-up lists to request a copy of the transcript or the
sign-up list for people wanting to nake statenents to the
NRC staff.

M. JimWIson is an Environnental Specialist on
our staff. He is in the back of the room

Fromour O fice of Nuclear Material Safety and
Saf eguards, M. Larry Canper was going to be here. He is
the Branch Chi ef of the Deconm ssioning Branch, but
yest erday norning he had to cancel out due to conpeting
dermands on his time. But we do have M. Tim Johnson with
us. Timis the Section Chief of the Facilities
Decomi ssi oni ng Section in the Decomi ssioni ng Branch

Fromour Region | staff, we have M. JimLinville.
Jimmay be familiar to many of you as the Director of the
M1 stone I nspection Directorate.

M. Paul Cataldo is here from our Resident
Inspector's staff at the site.

M. Neil Sheehan is here fromour Region | Public
Affairs O fice.

And Ms. Ann Hodgdon is here, and she is an
attorney specializing in deconmm ssioning activities in our
Ofice of the General Counsel

VWhat | would |like to do nowis to give you a brief
outline of nmy presentation for this evening. In our
previ ous nmeeting on February the 9th, | described the NRC s
program for regul ati ng the deconmi ssi oni ng of nucl ear power

plants. |In that nmeeting | noted that our regul ations
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11
require licensees to subnit a Post-Shutdown Decomi ssioni ng
Activities Report within two years of certifying to us that
power operations have been permanently ceased and fue
renmoved fromthe reactor vessel

| noted further that soon after the |licensee
submtted their PSDAR, we woul d advertise the availability
of the PSDAR for your review and hol d another neeting with
you to respond to your questions related to deconm ssioni ng
plans for the facility and provide you an opportunity to
give us information that you believe mght be useful to us
in our regulatory oversight activities.

Nort heast Nucl ear Energy subnitted their
Certification of Pernmanent Shutdown to us on July the 21st
of last year. They submitted their PSDAR on June the 14th
of this year. W have advertised the availability of the
PSDAR t hr ough various public conmuni cations and here we are
toni ght for our neeting with you.

M ndful that there nmay be people here tonight who
were not at our last neeting, | will quickly review nost of
what was covered in our |ast neeting before opening up this
neeting for your participation. Topics that | will address
tonight are, first of all, a quick coment on just what is
deconmi ssi oning and then a few conments on those things that
are not considered decomm ssioning from our perspective.
will coment on what the NRC s focus is during the
deconmi ssioning process and | will identify sone
alternatives that are available to the |icensee during that
process.

I will talk about what sonme of the decomni ssioning
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process requirenents are. | wll talk about the

Post - Shut down Deconmi ssioning Activities Report, which is
the primary focus of tonight's nmeeting. | wll also conmrent
on sone of the financial aspects of the NRC s

deconmi ssioning regulations, and | will also describe sone
additional restrictions that we place on |icensees.

Anot her inportant docunent that | will touch on is
the License Termination Plan. Next, | will talk alittle
bit about deconmm ssioning experiences el sewhere. W
recogni ze that this is still newto the Waterford conmunity,
but it is not newto many other communities around the
country.

I will also give you sone information on how to
contact nme at NRC headquarters as your point of contact for
interest that you night have related to our |icensing
program for deconm ssi oni ng power reactors and how it is
being applied to MIlstone Unit 1.

I will be followed this evening by JimLinville,
who will give a brief description of the NRC s inspection
program for deconm ssioni ng pl ants.

First of all, what is deconmi ssioning?

Decomi ssioning is the renoval of a power plant safely from
service and a reduction of the residual radioactive
materials at the site to pernmit rel ease of the property and
term nation of the |icense.

There are sonme things that are not decomi ssioni ng
from our perspective. Deconmi ssioning does not enconpass,
from our perspective, any non-radi ol ogi cal decomi ssi oni ng.

If the licensee has a facility that has been cleaned of its
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radi oactive contam nation and is acceptable for release, if
the licensee chooses to further cleanup or disnmantle the
facility, the costs incurred by such activities are not
regul at ory deconmi ssi oni ng costs.

Site restoration activities. |If the licensee
chooses to restore the site to its original character prior
to the building of the power plant, those costs and
activities are not under the regulatory power of the NRC

Lastly, spent fuel managenent and fundi ng.
Because of the way in which our regul ations are structured,
spent fuel nanagenent and costs are not considered part of
the reactor and site decomm ssioning. Licensees of
deconmi ssi oni ng plants across the country spend a
significant portion of tinme and noney dealing with safely
managi ng and eventual |y di sposing of the spent fuel. W
expect the sanme will apply here at MIIstone. Those costs
associ ated with the care and managenent of the spent fue
are not regul atory decomm ssi oni ng costs.

Now, what is the NRC staff's focus during the
deconmi ssi oni ng of a power reactor? Quite sinply, the NRC s
primary focus is on the renoval of radiol ogical hazards.
The first step in that process is to safely renove the
facility fromservice and then the |icensee reduces
radi oactive contam nation to levels that will allow rel ease
of the site.

The licensee will then performa detailed, fina
radi ol ogi cal survey and the NRC staff may performa
confirmatory survey to strengthen our assurance that the

site nmeets the specified criteria for rel ease.

13
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Finally, if the release criteria are net and the
terns and conditions of the License Termnation Plan are
nmet, and any hearing conditions that nmay apply are net, then
the Iicense may be terninated, and at this point NRC
regul atory activities related to Unit 1 would +# end.

Wth respect to decommi ssioning alternatives, the
i censee basically has three choices. One choice is to
begi n decontani nating and di smantling the plant soon after
certifying to us that plant operations have been pernmanently
ceased and the fuel renoved fromthe reactor vessel

A second choice is to place the plant in what we
call SAFSTOR where decontamni nation and di smant | enent
activities are deferred to sone |later date. Licensees can
choose to take up to 60 years to terninate the license. For
exanpl e, they could put the plant in |long-term storage or
SAFSTOR for 50 years, then take five to 10 years to conplete
the di smantl| ement and decontami nation as | ong as they
conpl ete the process within 60 years.

The third choice that they can adopt is a
conbination of the first two choices. An inportant point
here is that the NRC has found either of these alternatives,
or a conbination of these alternatives to be acceptable.

The risk to the public fromdeconm ssioning is significantly
reduced fromwhen the facility was in operation. In

recogni tion of that reduced risk, our regulatory

requi renents nay be reduced during deconmi ssioning of the
facility.

Now, what is involved in the process? The first

thing we expect to see is the certifications fromthe

14
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i censee that they have permanently ceased operations and
removed the fuel fromthe reactor vessel. As | noted
earlier, we received these certifications in a letter to the
Conmi ssion dated July the 21st, 1998. Once these
certifications have been submitted, the |icensee cannot
change their mind and go back and operate the plant again.
These certifications are a significant step and they are an
irreversible action. And as | noted for MIIstone 1, the
certifications have been submitted.

Next, we require the licensee to subnmt a
Post - Shut down Deconmi ssi oni ng Activities Report, or PSDAR,
within two years of those certifications being docketed. W
also require that a site-specific deconmni ssioning cost
estimate be subnitted within the same tinmeframe. As | also
noted earlier, the PSDAR was subnitted on June the 14th,
1999, and, as noted in the PSDAR, the site-specific cost
estimate will be subnitted as a separate docunent. The
i censee has not subnmitted a site-specific deconmi ssioning
cost estimate as of this date.

The PSDAR is required to provide a description of
t he pl anned deconmi ssioning activities, and we al so expect
to see a schedule for the acconplishnment of those
activities. W require that the PSDAR i nclude an estinate
for the expected costs associated with deconmi ssioni ng and
we also require the licensee to provide the reasons for
whi ch they have concl uded that the environnental inpact
associ ated with deconmissioning is within the existing
bounds of the Environnental |npact Statenents associ ated

with the licensing of the facility or our rul emaki ngs

15
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16
regardi ng decomm ssi oni ng.

Qur regulations require that soon after receiving
the PSDAR, the staff will hold a public neeting in the
vicinity of the site. This is why we are here tonight. The
NRC staff does not review and approve the |icensee's PSDAR,
instead, the staff nmakes a determination as to whether or
not the licensee has subnmitted the information required by
our regul ations.

The PSDAR acconplishes several things. First, it
inforns the public of the |icensee's plans for
deconmi ssioning. It also aids us in planning our inspection
activities. It forces the licensee to reexanine their
financial resources avail able for decomm ssioning and it
requires the licensee to evaluate the environnental inpacts,
as | nmentioned just a nonment ago.

One comment. The PSDARs we have received to date
have been typically 15 to 20 pages long. This is acceptable
for our purposes as long as they include the infornmation
requi red by our regul ations.

Ni nety days after the licensee subnits their
PSDAR, they can begin to actively dismantle the facility if
t hey have chosen the DECON alternative, or, if they selected
t he SAFSTOR option, they would continue to keep the facility
in a safe, stable configuration. No NRC approval is
required to begin dismantl enment once the 90 day provision is
satisfied. Since the licensee subrmitted their PSDAR on June
the 14th, the 90 day period will end on Septenber the 12th.

Now, regardi ng some of the financial aspects of

our deconmmi ssioning regulations. |n 1988, each |icensee was
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required to set up a special trust fund to accumul ate noney
needed for deconmi ssioning the facility. W understand that
state Public Uilities Comm ssions have certain regul atory
aut hority over decomi ssioning trusts.

Qur regulations control |icensee access to those
funds. W allow a staged access. At any tinme prior to and
during decomi ssioning, the |icensee woul d have access up to
3 percent of the anmount of the deconmi ssioning trust funds
for decomni ssioning planni ng purposes. This is for
pl anni ng, for getting ready for deconmi ssioning, it is not
for actual decontam nation, denpnstration projects or the
like.

Li censees are also permitted access to an
addi ti onal 20 percent of the deconmi ssioning trust once we
have received the PSDAR. Once we have received the
site-specific decommi ssioning cost estimte, then they have

full access to the deconmmi ssioning trust fund.

Qur regulations are in addition to and do not take

the place of Public Wility Comm ssion controls. Licensees
nmust conply with both sets of regul ations.

There are sonme additional restrictions placed on
i censees once they begin the decomr ssioni ng process.
First of all, licensees are prohibited from perform ng any
deconmi ssioning activity that would forecl ose the rel ease of
the site for possible unrestricted use. They are also
prohi bited fromperformng any activity that would result in
a significant environnmental inpact that has not been
previously considered and eval uated. Likew se, they are

al so prohibited fromperformng an activity that results in

17
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or no |longer provides reasonabl e assurance that adequate
funds will be available to conplete the deconm ssi oni ng
process.

When a |icensee approaches the end of the
deconmi ssi oni ng process, within two years of the tine they
expect the license to be terninated, we expect to receive a
License Ternmination Plan. |In this plan we expect to see,
anong ot her things, a detailed site characterization. W
al so expect to see an identification of any renaining
di smantl enent activities. W expect to see plans for site
renedi ati on, detailed plans for the final radiation survey,
and a description of the end use of the site, if the
licensee intends that the site be released under restricted
condi ti ons.

W expect to see an updated site-specific cost
estimate regarding the residual costs for finishing the
deconmi ssioning of the facility, and we would al so expect to
see a supplenent to the environment report describing any
new i nformati on or significant changes associated with the
licensee's termnation activities.

When we receive the License Termnation Plan, we
Wi ll notice receipt of it in the Federal Register, and it
will be nade available for public comment. Likew se, since
we approve this plan by a |icense anendnent, there will also
be an opportunity for a public hearing, and the NRC wil |
once again hold a public neeting ,simlar to this one, in
the vicinity of the site.

Once the licensee conpletes their site radiation

survey, or concurrently with that survey, the NRC staff nay

18
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perform an i ndependent confirmatory survey. The |icense
will then be terminated, as | indicated earlier, once we are
satisfied that the plant has net the applicable rel ease
criteria, any conditions or terns that are inposed by the
Li cense Termination Plan, and any conditions resulting from
our hearing process. This concludes nmy overview of the
i censing aspects of our regulatory process for
deconmi ssi oni ng power reactors.

Al t hough the decommi ssi oni ng of a nucl ear power
plant may be new to MIIlstone and the Waterford conmunity,
you do share this experience with other conmunities around
the country. Currently, there are 21 reactors that have
started the deconm ssioning process. Two of these
facilities have actually conpleted the process. There are
19 other reactors now in decomm ssioning. Six of themare
currently being dismantl ed. There are nine facilities that
are currently in SAFSTOR Two additional facilities are
pl anning on long-termstorage and two facilities, including
M1llstone Unit 1, are planning for a conbination of
| ong-term storage and partial decontani nation and
di smant | enment .

Lastly, | would like to | eave you with ny nane and
address as a point of contact for questions related to the
NRC |i censing programand how it is applied to MIIstone
Unit 1. Please feel free to contact nme at NRC headquarters,
the information on how to do that is on the slide

There is also, by the way, | brought quite a few
copies of nmy slides that is available in the back of the

room |If you would Iike to pick up a copy, feel free to do
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so.

At this tinme, | would Ilike to turn the m crophone
over to JimLinville, who will discuss the programfor our
i nspections at deconmi ssi oni ng power reactors. Thank you
for you attention.

MR, LINVILLE: Thank you, Duke.

Good evening. As Duke said, | amJimLinville,
the Director of the MIIstone Inspection Directorate in
Region I. Currently, all the Resident Inspectors at the
M1l stone facilities report directly to ne.

VWhile my focus is on the operating units at
MI1lstone, | do have an interest in Unit 1 in that it has
several systens that currently support the operation of the
operating units. In the near future, one of the Resident
I nspectors, Paul Catal do, who Duke introduced earlier, wll
be transitioning to our Deconmi ssioning Branch in the Region
under the direction of Dr. Ron Bellany, who was present at
the February neeting here. This will occur as the pace of
t he decomni ssioning activities at MIlstone 1 increase.

VWhat we have done in Region | is basically to
recogni ze that deconm ssioning projects that are being
undertaken in the Region are a significant part of our work
activity and have created a specific branch that solely
| ooks at the decomni ssioning projects in the Region

The distinction between stations with operating
and pernanently shutdown reactors is significant when it
cones to how the Region perforns its inspection activities.
Here at MIIstone Station, because of Units 2 and 3, which

continue to operate, we have a significant pool of resources
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that we will use as deconmi ssioning is undergone to help us
with the inspection activity. M. Bellamy and | will be in
continuous contact with the site inspectors.

W will determ ne what the appropriate nix of both
resi dent and regi on-based specialists is that will conme out
and performthe required inspection activities. And a
little later, | will get into the details of what those
activities are.

The present resident effort for MIIstone 1 is
periodic tours. They are doing these at |east nonthly to
ensure that there is no degradation of the facility. They
are attendi ng planning neetings that are being undertaken at
the site, and they are keep both the regional office and
headquarters staff informed of devel opnents. And, again, we
have a significant inspection resource there with five
resi dent inspectors.

As Duke indicated, there has been significant
experience in the NRC with deconm ssioni ng, and nuch of that
experi ence has been in Region |I. Maine Yankee has conpl et ed
site characterization. They have selected Entergy as a
deconmi ssi oni ng operations contractor to cone in and run
that facility for them as has MIIlstone. A spent nuclear
fuel island has been established, and they have put the
plant in what is called an official cold and dark status as
of the end of Decenber of 1998. And at this point they have
begun the naj or di smantl enent and decomi ssioning efforts at
the site. So there is currently a focus by the Radiation
Protection Specialists fromthe regional office on the

activities at the site at M ne Yankee.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

—a=z

22

Simlarly, Haddam Neck is continuing its
characterization effort and they are now conpleting their
nodi fications for a simlar spent fuel nuclear island.

Their nmaj or di smantl ement and decontami nation efforts wll
begi n soon.

Several other facilities, Peach Bottom Unit 1,
Three Mle Island Unit 2 and Indian Point Unit 1 are in
| ong-term SAFSTOR condition and there are specific
i nspection activities that we do at those facilities. W
have assi gned inspectors to each of those facilities and
they are required to visit them annual to assure that there
is no degradation in the conditions at the plant as there is
very little activity going on at them

The maj or inspection activities in the Regi on when
it cones to deconm ssioning of reactors for those that are
actively undergoi ng di smantl emrent and decont am nati on,
will elaborate on at this point. There is a specific manual
chapter that we use to ensure that all these inspection
areas are appropriately covered.

The frequency of inspections is based on what is
going on at the site fromtine to tine. It is based on also
i nput from nenbers of the public that believe there is an
area that we need to look at. W are glad to hear from you.
It is based on a nunber of activities that are folded into
what is the best use of our resources at the tinmes of
hei ght ened activity to ensure that disnmantlenent and
decontani nation is being done in a safe nanner.

The areas of inspection are all-enconpassing. W

| ook at the organization of the licensee, its nanagenent and
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cost controls. W look at how they are doing their safety
revi ews, how they go about maki ng changes to those safety
revi ews and associ ated procedures, and how they are going to
nmake the nodifications to the facility.

We ook into their self-assessnment process.

Sel f-assessnments are a significant factor in how we view
licensee perfornmance. W |ook at how they are doing their
audits and who is doing the audits. W |ook at the findings
that come out of those self-assessnents and audits, and we

| ook at how they track and i nplenment corrective actions for
the findings that they observe.

We | ook at the preparations for reactor fue
handling. W verify that there are certain fuel handlers --
certified fuel handlers trained on the staff, on site and
able to performfuel handling in a safe and conpetent
manner .

We continually |l ook at nmai ntenance and
surveillance testing. Annually, we |look at cold weat her
preparations. There is frequent review of occupationa
radi ati on exposure.

And when we get to the final survey stage of the
plant, our activities again will increase. W use
contractors in accordance with an agreenment with our Ofice
of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards to verify
significant confirmatory effort once the |licensee's
Term nation Plan has been submitted, as Duke al ready
expl ai ned.

We | ook at rad waste treatnment. W | ook at

effluents fromthe plant, and we | ook at the licensee's
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ability to nonitor the effluents and their ability to
nonitor the environment. W do split sanples with them W
t ake i ndependent neasurenents, and we verify not only that
the Iicensee's neasurenents are accurate, but their program
to nonitor the radioactivity is appropriate and has
appropriate sensitivity and accuracy. W wll not initiate
a programwhere we will continually nmonitor the |icensee
effluents fromthe plant, whether they be solid, liquid or
gaseous, but we do routine audits, and, as | said earlier
we do split sanmples to verify that their nmeasurenents are
accurate.

We ook at solid waste, rad waste nanagenent
activities on site both during deconm ssioning and
di smantl enent and at the end when nmjor conponents are
renoved, and we | ook at the transportation of those
conponents and radi oactive material offsite.

We | ook at the energency preparedness of the
facility. W would expect both in the areas of energency
prepar edness and physical security there will be changes to
the licensee's programfor Unit 1 that is now subnitted on
the docket, and that M. Wheeler and his staff will review
them and nake appropriate licensing reviews, and any
appropriate changes to the license and |icense conditions,
and then we do inspections to verify that there are stil
adequat e state of energency preparedness and physica
security.

W will have inspectors out here to nonitor drills
and exercises and, again, to report on those activities in

witten and public form W think the public involvenent in

24




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

—a=z

this process is inportant froma regi onal perspective as
wel | as a headquarters perspective. Al of our inspection
reports will continue to be nade avail able to you.
Appropriate nmenbers of the Decomni ssioning Branch will be
glad to attend future public neetings, and, also, we are
avai |l abl e for comments, questions or concerns that you may
have.

The Region | office can be contacted at the 610
nunber up there, you can ask directly for the
Decomi ssi oni ng Branch, and they will get you in touch with
sonmeone very quickly. W also have the 800 nunber
i ndicated. And | would encourage you to renmenber that we
have a resident inspection staff at MIIstone. M. Paul
Cataldo is very famliar with the facility. | have listed
hi s nunber there also, and he is also ready, willing and
able to take any concerns or questions you night have.

Finally, you can get through to the headquarters
Qperations O ficer and they know how to get hold of people
i n our Deconmi ssioning Branch 24 hours a day, seven days a
week, 52 weeks a year. So if there is sonething of great
heal th and safety significance and you need to talk to
sonmebody, we can get sonmeone on the phone that can address
your technical concerns whenever you think it is
appropri ate.

Thank you very nmuch. At this point | would Iike
to turn the nmeeting over to the utility to nake their
presentation.

MR, ROTHEN:. Thank you very nuch.

My nane is Frank Rothen, | amthe Vice President

25
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of Nuclear Services at MIlstone Station and | amthe
corporate officer responsible for the decomm ssi oni ng of
MI1lstone Unit 1.

In 1998, July, the decision was reached to cease
operations at MIlstone Unit 1. At that point in tinme we
began an intensive benchmarki ng effort throughout the
i ndustry to determne the best nethod that we could find to
deconmi ssion the unit. It was through those studies, and
working closely with the Nuclear Energy Institute, that we
canme to the conclusion that the best nethod for us would be
to hire a contractor, an experienced contractor, to provide
that service for us.

After going through a revi ew process, we deci ded
at that time to select Entergy, which was actively involved
in the deconm ssioning process at the Miine Yankee site. W
have formed a contract with Entergy which | feel is unique
in the industry. W basically have established five goals
for themto neet and they are rewarded financially for
neeti ng those goal s.

The five goals that have been established are (1)
nucl ear safety, (2) industrial safety, (3) regulatory
conpliance, (4) schedule, and (5) budget.

W really feel that this is in the best interests
of the public, whose funds we are to protect, and it is also
in the best interests of the utility. W basically have
taken this agreenent with Entergy and we have nade a cost
rei mbursable contract with them and the bulk of their
incentives will be paid through their perfornmance. They are

penal i zed heavily if they don't -- if they fail to neet
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t hese performance goals. The enphasis, again, being nuclear
safety and regul atory conpliance, and the safety of the
workers on the site.

We are very pleased with that arrangenent and we
feel very confortable that it protects the safety and health
of the public and al so the best interests of our
r at e- payers.

Wth that said, Entergy was brought on board.
They have been with us now for 2-1/2 nonths. | amvery
pl eased with their results to-date. They were active in the
participation formulation and submittal of the PSDAR to the
NRC. That was their first activity on site, and now t hey
are here tonight to explain how they canme to that
concl usi on.

The three people sitting on the dias with ne are
Larry Tenple, the General Manager of the decomm ssioni ng of
Unit 1. Robert Fraser, who is the Director of
Decomi ssioning. He was also in charge of engineering at
t he decomni ssioning at Mai ne Yankee, so he cones with a
great of experience. Bryan Ford, who is the Director of
Nucl ear Safety and Regul atory Affairs. And with that,

Will turn it over to you, Larry.

MR TEMPLE: Thanks, Frank.

CGood evening, |adies and gentlenmen. | would like

to thank each of you for conming here tonight. Your presence
i ndi cates your interest in MIlstone Unit 1 as the plant
transitions into decomissioning. | would also like to
thank you for the opportunity of making this presentation of

t he Post - Shut down Deconmi ssi oni ng Report.

27




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

—a=z

I would also like to go through the agenda that |
amgoing to present. W will talk about the background, we
will talk about the deconmi ssioning options. Sone of the
informati on that we present will be sone duplication of what
Duke has al ready presented, but we will go into sone in a
little nore detail as to howit pertains to MIIstone
Unit 1.

W will talk about the transition activities. W
will talk about high | evel waste, and we will tal k about |ow
| evel waste. W will go in and discuss the prelimnary cost
estimate, and we will talk about the prelimnary schedul e,
and then we will get to the concl usion.

Mllstone 1 is a 652 negawatt boiling water
reactor that began conmercial operation in March of 1971.
Over its operational life, Unit 1's total gross generation
was 105, 938, 737 negawatt hours. This nucl ear generation
saved 179, 300,000 barrels of oil. The plant was shut down
on Novenber the 4th, 1995 and has not operated since. On
Novenber the 19th, 1995, transfer of all fuel assenblies
fromthe reactor vessel into the spent fuel pool for storage
was conpl et ed.

On July the 17th, 1998, the Northeast Utilities
board of directors decided to pernmanently cease further
operation of the plant. Certification to the Nucl ear
Regul at ory Conmi ssion of the pernmanent cessation of
operations and pernmanent renoval of fuel fromthe reactor
vessel, in accordance with 10 CFR 50.82 was filed on July
the 21st, 1998. The NRC docketed the letter on July the
24th, 1998, at which tine the 10 CFR Part 50 |icense no

28
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| onger authorized operation of the reactor or placenent of
fuel in the vessel. This decision is not reversible.

On June the 14th, 1999, Northeast Nucl ear Energy
Conpany submitted, under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.82, the
Post - Shut down Deconmi ssi oni ng Activities Report to describe
M1 stone's planned deconmi ssioning activities and schedul e,
provide a prelimnary cost estinate and di scuss the reasons
for concluding that the environmental inpacts associ ated
with site-specific decomr ssioning activities are bounded by
the appropriately issued Environnental Statenents,
speci fically NUREG 0586

The report was based upon the best infornation
currently avail abl e and the plans di scussed may be nodified
as additional information becones avail able or conditions
change.

To deconmi ssion a nucl ear power plant, the
radi oactive material on the site nust be reduced to |evels
that would pernit termnation of the NRC |license. This
i nvol ves renoving the spent fuel, the fuel that had been in
the reactor vessel, dismantling any systens or conponents
contai ning activation products such as the reactor vesse
and prinmary |oops, and cl eaning up or disnmantling
contam nated nmaterials. Al activated nmaterials generally
have to be renoved fromthe facility and shipped to waste
storage facility. Contam nated naterials may either be
cl eaned of contamination on site or they nay be renoved and
shi pped to the waste storage facility.

Two general nethods or options for decomi ssioni ng

nucl ear power facilities are DECON and SAFSTOR. In the
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DECON net hod, the equi pnent, structures and portions of the
facility and site that contain radi oactive contani nants are
renoved or decontaninated to a level that pernmits

term nation of the |license shortly after cessation of
operations. |In the SAFSTOR nethod, the facility is placed
in a safe, stable condition and maintained in that state
until it is subsequently decontani nated and di snantled to
level s that permit license termination. The nmaxinumtine
limt for this option is 60 years.

Mllstone 1, |Iike several other plants being
deconmi ssioned, is considering a conbination of both the
DECON and SAFSTOR nethods. W are considering this nethod
because specific conditions at the multi-unit MIIstone
Station requires that certain Unit 1 deconmi ssioning
activities be delayed and performed concurrently with the
deconmi ssioning of Units 2 and 3. O her considerations may
dictate early scheduling of certain decomi ssioni ng
activities.

Therefore, the approach to decomi ssi oni ng
M1l stone 1 can best be described as a nodified SAFSTOR In
this approach, decontani nation and di smantl ement activities
may be undertaken early in the decomi ssioni ng wherever it
nmakes sense froma safety or econonmic viewpoint. The anount
of decontam nation work conpleted prior to a SAFSTOR peri od
wi || depend on a nunber of factors currently under
eval uati on.

Transition activities for decomm ssi oni ng,
regardl ess of the nethod chosen. Each of these areas will

be addressed separately. However, on this slide, I want to
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poi nt out our enphasis on safety. As we nove forward and
focus on decomi ssioni ng pl anni ng and preparation, and
actual work activities, nuclear safety, radiation safety,
i ndustrial safety and environmental safety will be of the
utnost inportance. Safety is the basis of our goals and
objectives and will be a neasure of our success.

Prior to the comencenent of actually
deconmi ssi oning, the plant nust be put in a safe condition
for the safety of the denolition workers and the public.
Detail ed planning and preparation of all activities,

i nterfaces, engineering eval uations, and specifications nust
take place. System decontanination activities must be
assessed to neet the objective of reducing the radiation

| evel s throughout the facility in order to mninize
personnel exposure during di smantl enment.

Anot her obj ective of decontam nation activities
woul d be to clean as nuch material as possible to
unrestricted use levels, thereby permtting disposal as
sal vage and minimzing the quantities of material that nust
be di sposed of by burial as radioactive waste.

During the initial portion of the planning period,
a detailed site characterization will need to be undertaken
during which radiol ogi cal and hazard waste will be
identified, characterized and quantified. This
characterization establishes the scope of renmediation and is
an integral conponent to the deconmi ssioning process. This
information will also be used to ensure that worker exposure
is mai ntained as | ow as reasonably achi evabl e.

Sone site facilities may have to be nodified or
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constructed to support deconm ssioning and di snmantling
activities. Exanples may include |lay down areas to
facilitate equi pnent renoval and preparation for offsite
transfer, upgrading roads to facilitate hauling and
transportation, and nodifications to the reactor building to
facilitate access of |arge, heavy equipnent.

As the plant transitions to deconmi ssioning, there
are nmany prograns, processes and procedures that no | onger
apply and are not applicable to the shutdown and defuel node
of operation. These prograns, processes and procedures need
to be realigned to the activities taking place and are
essential to the successful transition of Unit 1 into
deconmi ssi oni ng.

The primary focus of the operating technica
specifications was on the reactor and protecting the health
and safety of the public fromoperating events. In the
shutdown condition, the focus of the technica
specifications needs to be directed to the safe storage of
spent fuel, thereby protecting the health and safety of the
public. The defuel technical specifications have been
submtted to the NRC and are in the review cycle.

Upon certification of permanent shutdown and
renoval of fuel fromthe reactor vessel, the plant is no
| onger authorized to operate or to place fuel in the reactor
vessel. The certification changes the |icense basis of the
plant to only possession of special nuclear naterial
Accordingly, the Plant Safety Analysis Report is being
revised to reflect only those systens that support safe

storage of spent fuel and the revised safety basis.
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Entry into deconmi ssioning also allows changed to
the Quality Assurance Program Currently, the MIIstone
Qual ity Assurance Programresides in a topic report that is
conmon to the site, which includes the two operating units.
Revi sion is necessary due to organi zati onal changes,
responsibility shifts and a large reduction in scope. The
Unit 1 Quality Assurance Programwi ll be revised in parallel
with the declassification of systens and recei pt of the
defuel technical specifications.

Transition activities for deconm ssioning mnust
i ncl ude preparations for disnantlenment. Systens and
equi pnrent throughout the plant that are no | onger needed are
to be de-energized and drai ned. These actions ensure the
safety of the decommi ssioning workers, and al so ensures that
freezing will not inpact the piping integrity. The spent
fuel is currently being stored in the spent fuel pool
During transition, and for the period of time that the spent
fuel is stored in the spent fuel pool, the systens necessary
for spent fuel pool operations may be consolidated into an
i sl and concept and configured for spent fuel cooling and
cl eanup. This island concept isolates the spent fuel poo
and its supporting systens from other plant systens.

The characteristics of MIlstone Unit 1 as a
deconmi ssioning site are inherently different fromthat of
the operating Units 2 and 3. Unit 1 will transition into a
separate, stand-alone entity both physically and
organi zationally, with distinct infrastructure and authority
separate fromthe operating units. This separate,

stand-al one entity allows Northeast Wilities to concentrate
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on the continued safe operation of Units 2 and 3, while Unit
1 is being deconmi ssi oned.

To acconplish this separation, several design
packages will have to be planned and i nplenmented. As stated
bef ore, procedures and processes will have to be realigned
to nmore accurate reflect and control the work activities of
a shutdown plant that is transitioning i nto deconm ssioning.
Public interest in MIlstone 1 will continue as the plant
enters decomi ssi oni ng.

I ssues relating to decomi ssioning are different
than those of an operating plant. There is a significant
reduction in nuclear risk. Environmental concerns relating
to the plant cleanup typically becone the focus of the
community. Activities such as spent fuel storage, License
Termi nation Plan, site release criteria and unit
characterization will be of interest.

As we nove forward, we think that it is inportant
for the community to have a vehicle to receive information
pertaining to the decomissioning activities. An externa
web page, which is ww. m || stonestati on.com has been
devel oped for Unit 1 to communicate this information. As an
exanpl e, the PSDAR that we are discussing tonight will be
presented and links to the NRC hone page will be included.
The NRC hone page contai ns an enornmous anount of information
and | encourage you to visit it.

Qur hone page for Unit 1 decomissioning wll
i ncl ude sone generic infornmation, however, our goal is to
present information that is nore specific to the

deconmi ssioning activities of Unit 1 and not to duplicate
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information that is already presented on the NRC hone page.
Conmuni cati on and oversi ght of these deconmi ssioning
activities for Unit 1 will take place with the NEAC or the
Nucl ear Energy Advisory Council. This comrittee has been
very effective in past activities in oversight of the
restart of MIlstone Units 2 and 3. Communi cations wl|l

al so continue with the MIIstone Action Committee.

H gh | evel waste, for this discussion, is
referring to the spent reactor fuel. Congress passed the
Nucl ear Waste Policy Act in 1982, assigning the
responsibility for disposal of spent nuclear fuel created by
t he conmercial nucl ear generating plants through the
Department of Energy. This legislation also created a
Nucl ear Waste Fund to cover the cost of the program which
is funded in part by the sale of electricity fromthe
M| stone plants.

The current Department of Energy estinmate for
startup of the Federal WAste Managenent Systemis the year
2010. For planning purposes, we have assuned that the high
| evel waste repository, or sonme interimstorage facility,
wi Il not be operational until then

The spent fuel fromMIllstone 1 will initially be
stored in the spent fuel pool. W are considered design and
license of a dry, independent, spent fuel storage
installation. Should this occur, the fuel will be
transferred and stored tenporarily on site using |licensed
canisters until such time that the Departnent of Energy
t akes possession.

Once an i ndependent spent fuel storage
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installation is in place, the spent fuel pool and support
systems could be dismantled, along with other systens and
equi prent. Since the independent spent fuel storage
installation consists of passive fuel storage, the plant
could enter into the SAFSTOR node with no active equi pnent
runni ng. The evaluation for this decision should be

conpl eted by mi d-year 2000.

For this discussion, low level waste is any
radi oactive waste that is not classified as high | evel waste
or spent nuclear fuel. Low |level waste often contains snall
anounts of radioactivity dispersed in |arge anmounts of
material, but may al so have activity levels requiring
shielding and renote handling. It is generated by urani um
enrichnment processes, reactor operations, isotope
production, nedical procedures and research and devel opnent
activities.

Low |l evel waste is conprised of rags, papers,
filters, solidified Iliquids, ion exchange resins, tools,
equi pnent, piping and sonetinmes concrete.

NRC regul ations classify low | evel waste on the
basi s of potential hazards, such as the concentration of
short-lived and | ong-lived radi onuclides. Thus, |lowleve
wast e usual 'y, but not necessarily, includes waste with
relative | ow concentrations of radionuclides.

Waste fromMIlIstone 1 will be handled in
accordance with regulations. Current plans are for any
radi oactive waste, either historical or generated during the
transition to decomm ssioning, to be packaged and shipped to

reduce the potential of contami nation and to reduce the site
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source termconsi stent with ALARA practices. Contracts for
wast e burial in-processing are being devel oped.

The vol une of waste is bounded by previously
i ssued Environnental |nmpact Statenents. A review was
conpleted in June 1999 to ensure that the deconmi ssioning
activities for MIIstone 1 are bounded by the MII stone
Nucl ear Power Station Final Environmental Statenent dated
June 1973 and the Final Generic Environnmental | npact
St at enment on Deconmi ssioning of Nuclear Facilities,

NUREG- 0586, dated August 1998

TLG Services, Incorporated, prepared a MIlstone 1
deconmi ssi oning cost estimate in 1997. The nethodol ogy used
by TLG to devel op t he deconmi ssioning cost estinate foll ows
t he basi c approach originally advanced by the Atonic Energy
-- Industry Forum now the Nuclear Energy Institute, and
their programto devel op a standardi zed nodel for
deconmi ssi oni ng cost estinates.

The current deconmi ssioning cost estimte
sumari zed on this slide uses updated infornation and data
conpared to the 1997 estinate to project the potential cost.
Pl ease note that this estinate is a prelimnary cost
estimate. 10 CFR 50.82 requires that a site-specific
deconmi ssi oni ng cost estinate be prepared and subnmitted
within two years follow ng pernmanent cessation of
operations. Follow ng appropriate internal review and
estimate refinenent, a site-specific estinate will be issued
to the NRC. Again, please note that this is a prelimnary
cost estimte.

The breakdown of the costs are as indicated. As
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you note, the different categories of staffing, the | ow

| evel burial and processing, license termnation
decont ani nati on and renoval, deconmi ssioning and pl anni ng
activities and other costs. The other costs includes costs
such as insurance, property taxes, Energy, NRC, state fees
and so forth. That total cones to $532, 074, 000.

The spent fuel storage costs are the costs
associated with the siting construction, |icensing and
operation of an independent spent storage facility until the
schedul ed time for the DOE to take acceptance of the spent
fuel. The total for this prelimnary estimate is $691
t housand -- or, excuse $691, 681, 000.

Li censees are currently required to conplete the
deconmi ssi oni ng process resulting in termnation of the NRC
license within a period of 60 years. The proposed nodified
SAFSTOR net hod conpl etes the deconmi ssioning in
approxi nately 25 years. This estinmate provides for
deconmi ssioning the site under current requirenents based on
present day costs and avail abl e technol ogy.

Certain individual costs associated with
deconmi ssi oning activities have increased at rates greater
than inflation. For exanple, there have been significantly
volatility in the issues surroundi ng waste di sposal. Access
and cost to low |l evel waste di sposal has been unpredictable
and has escalated at rates historically greater than
inflation over the past 10 years. The governnent's high
| evel waste program has experienced a series of delays which
have i npeded t he pronpt deconmi ssioning of the conmerci al

reactors to-date. Waste disposal has becone the prinary
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driver in the escal ati on of decomi ssioning costs.
Therefore, it is appropriate that we continue to review our
cost estinmates on a periodi c basis.

We intend to pursue deconmi ssioning using a
nodi fi ed as SAFSTOR as di scussed earlier. The prelimnary
schedul e presented nay vary in response to the availability
of waste disposal facilities, nore detail ed planning or
unforeseen circunstances. The nodified SAFSTOR alternative
provi des the opportunity to renove sel ected conponents prior
to a SAFSTOR period. The assunptions about the Depart nent
of Energy's inability to take possession of spent fuel has
nmade the decision to investigate dry spent fuel storage at
M1 stone prudent. Dry spent fuel storage reduces the
overall length of the deconm ssioning project and,
therefore, the overall cost.

| would like to go over that prelimnary schedul e.
The detailed cost estinmate would be in July of year 2000.
The initial unit characterization would be conplete in
Decenmber of 2000, and notice we say initial. Once you do
the unit characterization, that is the basis that is used to
conpare to throughout the deconm ssioning process.

Active deconmi ssioning would start in January of
2001. Should we end up with a decision to go to the dry
fuel storage, the potential transfer to dry fuel storage
could start in January of 2006 -- be conpleted in year 2006.
Initial decomm ssioning would be conplete in August of 2007.
The SAFSTOR woul d start in Septenber 2007. Start fue
transfer to the Departnent of Energy at the proposed 2010,

and we have Septenber of 2010 for that date.
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The SAFSTOR would end in April 2020, with the site
restoration conplete in June of the year 2022.

In conclusion, the public environment and worker
safety is our prinmary focus and will be neasure of our
success. The conpletion and nethod of deconmi ssioning is
dependent on (1) access to |low | evel waste disposal sites,
(2) permanent disposal of spent nuclear fuel, and (3)
fundi ng of the deconmi ssioning activities.

This conpl etes our presentation. Again, | would
like to thank you for the opportunity to nake this
presentation.

MR, WHEELER: Thank you. Carol, do you have a
list of people who have signed up to make coments? Could
you bring it forward, please.

And while she is doing that, you heard the
licensee invite you to check out the NRC s Internet web
site, and | would like to repeat that invitation, and it can
be found at ww. nrc.gov -- it is not dot-com \Were is the
list?

MR, SHERI DAN. Wiy don't we start w th questions
and then there is a signup sheet for anyone who wants to
nmake statenents at the back, so please feel free to do that.
So, what | will start fielding questions and I will direct
themto the appropriate people. So who would like to start?

MR, WHEELER: And | would ask -- go ahead.

MR, SHERI DAN. Go ahead. You also -- you do need
to come up to the mcrophone. And spell your nane so that
t hey can get the proper spelling down.

So, okay. Well, | amsure all of you can't be

40




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

—a=z

41
shy, so there are bound -- | have a question, but |I would
prefer to have soneone else start. Wwo -- do | hear a
guesti on here?

[ No response.]

MR, SHERI DAN. Ckay. Then, Joe, you are the only
person who has signed up. Wuld you like to cone forward
and make a statenent?

MR, BESADE: Ckay. | have to introduce nyself as
Joe Besade, former pipefitter at MIIstone, been over there
since '73 and was educated by the NRC -- oh, | started off
with the Atomic Energy Commi ssion, and then | had a | ot of
respect for them And then once you got inside the
peri meter of that plant, you found out who was the boss, it
was the utilities.

MR WHEELER  Joe, excuse ne. Just as an
adm nistrative note here, just for the transcriber, to nmake
sure we get it right, could you spell your |ast nane,
pl ease?

MR BESADE: B-e-s-a-d-e.

MR, WHEELER: Thank you. Sorry to interrupt.

MR, BESADE: Ckay. Well, since these -- well, M.
gadei-s Gal atis got involved -- then | have an article here
for you, is later the NRC cites NU for violations and they
decide to close the plant down, they are not going to do
anyt hi ng, where peopl e shoul d have been prosecuted, gone
going to jail, nothing happens to anybody. And what upsets
me is the politics involved. Also, with the NRC, who is
concerned about the financial condition of the utilities.

Don't you think they suffered enough by bei ng down for 3-1/2
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years? | didn't think it was the NRC s position to worry
about the financial position of the utilities. It was the
NRC s position to ook out for the safety of the public.

And after seeing what is going on inside that
perimeter of that plant, since '73 until being term nated
maybe five years ago and becom ng a nenber of the Citizens
Regul at ory Conmi ssion and nost recently the newest chapter
of Fish Unlinmted who has brought charges the utility. And
we find out nowthat it seens as though, in ny opinion, and
| strongly believe this, that you are all in bed with each
other. And the NRCisn't going to bite the hand that feeds
t hem

The NRC is not | ooking out for the public across
the country. | just dropped off a couple of itens that were
handed to me, or nmailed to nme, and that was some of the
reasons for inmmediate closure of MIIstone, both MIIstone
reactors, and | would like to read them

Because they routinely release radiation into our
air and water. Because of claimnm ng nunber of cancers,
| eukenia, Down's syndrone, birth defects and nmany ot her
radi ati on and di seases that affect all of us.

To be in solidarity with the people of Long
I sl and, these people would Iike to be slamed with radiation
in the event of an accident at the MIIstone, yet the NRC
does not require their evacuation. GCh, as far as
evacuation, we recently had three accidents on our |oca
roads of 95, and you can see howlong it took with trying to
evacuate even our area. Just a little insert there.

Because the reactor, Unit 3, is not supposed to
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shut down five tinmes in six nonths after spending over $1
billion and three solid years to bring into regulatory
conpliance. That was only a few systens. The NRC said they
didn't have to go through all of them which also upsets ne
as being a resident of 37 years of Waterford.

The NRC lies, deceives, cheats to prop up the
fail ed nucl ear power generation industry. NUIlies, deceives
and cheats to keep MIIstone reactors |inping along until
they are sold to sone large foreign -- possibly foreign
Aneri can Gen Energy Conpany to rock bottomrates. Meantine
-- meanwhile, MII|stone managenent continues to reap huge
sal ari es and gol den parachutes at the expense of overcharged
r at e- payers.

Because they are financially gross and excessi ve.
Connecticut has the ability to be nuclear-free w thout the
| oss of power. NU inadvertently proved this when all four
of their reactors were shut down over three years.

Because this is not a sound, safe solution to the
tons of low level radiation waste that they generate yearly.

Because the | egal high | evel waste has a danger
peri od, not neasured in years or decades, or even centuries,
but in geological tinefranes.

Because t he whol e Peaceful Atom canpai gn was and
still is based on lies.

Because the nucl ear power is killing us, both
literally and financially, and for these reasons, it says to
notify the Citizens Awareness Network, and it has the
address and all.

The other thing is as far Northeast being
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reput abl e people, | went and bought one share and went to
t he sharehol ders neeting up in Ctomwel I, Connecticut. And
at that time M. Mke Mrris assured me that | woul d receive
copi es of the videotapes of the neeting because | was not
all owed to make the videotapes nyself, and | have been
vi deot api ng NU and NRC neetings for the past four years. |
have al so been to Washi ngton and net with the Commi ssioners.
| haven't got tine to go into all of that, but I amvery
di spl eased as far as the Commi ssioners, and | don't believe
that the najority of them understand nuclear plants, et
cetera and how t his business goes. They are not really
| ooki ng out for our safety.

The questions that | read to M. Mke Mrris for
the public -- You have stated that Northeast Utilities is
conmitted to nmintaining conpliance with both the letter and
spirit of the tew |l aw for protection of the environnent and
practicing stewardship, by managing NU s operations with
genui ne care and being able to inpact the activities on the
environnent. Yet Northeast Utilities is under federal
crimnal investigation into federal environnental crines.
Consi stent with Northeast environnent policies, please
provide us with a tinetable by which each and every
i ndividual inplicated in environmental crinmes at MIIstone
will be brought to trial. Please provide us with a list of
i ndi vi dual s invol ved.

Because of NU s relationship of collusion with the
state, Departnment of Public -- DEP and NU s failure to
practice environnmental stewardship at M| stone, Fish

Unlimted and others had to sue Northeast Uilities to
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protect the collapsing winter flounder species. Qur suit is
continuing, but it is the first in a sequence that Fish
Unlimted will bring to stop fish kills and | obster
sl aughter at M1 stone.

Wiy does NU refuse to live up to its conmitnent of
environnental stewardship so that is it necessary for
citizens groups to go to court to force it to practice
envi ronnent al st ewar dshi p?

That was not ny speech, it was witten for nme, and
| read that at that neeting. And | just at this tinme hope
you peopl e can understand how | feel. | amthe only one
guess that is going to be able to speak against this room
full of people that are pro-nuclear. And | hope that
sonmebody will cone forward and |l et ne show you, or show t hem
t he hundreds of hours of videotapes, except the 23 that were
hel d behind cl osed doors with the NRC and NU

| also have vol unes of newspaper articles from
four or five different newspapers, in chronol ogi cal order
so that the average person can take and go through that, and
then cone to the conclusion that what | have just said and
read in these first few pages, just what has taken pl ace.

And that the average individual is too busy nmaking a |iving,
and probably they are getting brai nwmashed by this | atest
bonbardnent of Northeast Wilities saying that we are the
greatest as far as the power to Connecticut, we supply it
all.

The other thing is the environnental, how rmuch we
ook for them Now, this is all BS. Well, | amalittle

frustrated right nowand | think I will stop at this point.
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I was hopi ng sonebody el se woul d cone forward

MR SHERI DAN: W have soneone here, Joe, that
wants to -- that has put their hand up

MR, BESADE: Ckay.

MR, SHERI DAN. Wl |, thank you very nuch.

MR, BESADE: | hope to hear from sonebody rea
soon, because this is just the beginning, gentlenen.

MR SHERI DAN: W have Andrea Stillman, our State
Representative. Andrea, would you like to conme forward?

MS. STILLMAN:. Good evening, gentlenen. First of
all, I would like to -- | guess you need nmy nane, et cetera,
for the record.

MR, WHEELER: |If you woul d, please. Thank you.

MS. STILLMAN  Yes. It is Andrea Stillman, | ama
Waterford resident and | amalso the State Representative
for the Town of Waterford. Do you need an address? Five
Cool i dge Court.

MR, WHEELER: Coul d you spell it, so that you can
be properly transcribed?

MS. STILLMAN  S-t-i-l-I-ma-n

MR, WHEELER: Thank you.

MS. STILLMAN. Thank you. First of all, |I would
like to say thank you very much for being here this evening
and opening the lines of communication. | have lived in
this community for a little nore than 25 years. | have been
its State Representative for al nost eight years, and in
t hose ei ght years, | obviously have followed this whol e
i ssue of the MIIstone plants and the NRC s invol venent.

And it was obvious that during those years when the plants
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were not operating that |ines of communication being open
were extrenely inportant.

Decomi ssioning a plant is a new programfor this
community, and so | thank you for being here and getting us
started in explaining what the process is, howlong it wll
t ake, how expensive it is, and knowi ng that you will have
periodic nmeetings. | think the web site is a great idea,
amgoing to put it in ny favorite places, although
wouldn't call it a favorite site, but, obviously, it wll
give nme a chance to get into the site nore readily.

| was starting to read through sone of your
docunentation this evening, and | just had a coupl e of
gquestions to clarify in nmy mind as to exactly what we are
doi ng. Maybe sone ot her people also have sinilar concerns.

In the first docunent, you spoke about the Maine
Yankee plant and that there is a spent fuel nuclear island.

I amnot fanmliar with that. |f you could explain a spent
fuel nuclear island, where it is in relationship to the
pl ant and gi ve us sone sense as to what that is.

MR FRASER Yes, | am Bob Fraser, | amthe
Decomi ssioning Director here at MIlIstone Unit 1. | was
t he Engi neering Director during the design of the fuel poo
island at Maine. The island is a concept of taking the
support systens for cooling the spent fuel pool and putting
theminto a protected area in the plant separate fromthe
deconmi ssioning activities, so that cooling of the pool is
not interrupted during the deconmi ssioning. It is really a
concept of bringing everything to a stand-al one area by

itself. It is not what you would call putting it out on an
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i sl and.

M5. STILLMAN | think that needed to be nade
clear. As we have heard previously, there are concerns
about our waterways and we are a shoreline comunity, and
when we hear about new islands, we get a little concerned.

| would assune at this point you have not
evaluated the MIIstone site in terns of where the island
will be. O if you have, can you share that with us?

MR, FRASER. W are in conceptual scoping stages
of the engineering work to establish the island. Exact
areas have not been identified, but it will be in the
structure of where Unit 1 is right now.

MS. STILLMAN. Wthin the present structure?

MR, FRASER  Yes.

MS. STILLMAN. Ckay. Because you did nention that
there will be a lot of consolidations of systens, et cetera,
and | was concerned as to whether you woul d be goi ng beyond
the boundaries of Unit 1.

MR FRASER No, we wll not.

MS. STILLMAN:  You will not. Okay. Let's see,
those were just, obviously, as we all continue to read this
information, we will all have questions. Have you devel oped
a schedule yet in terns of public neetings?

MR ROTHEN: Wsat we have conmitted to is that the
Entergy Corporation will make -- will participate in every
NEAC neeting and give a status report at every neeting where
they are requested. And Teri Concannon told ne tonight that
she was appreciative of that and she would Iike themthere.

They will be at the neeting in Haddam Neck to give a status




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

—a=z

49
update of the MIlstone Unit 1 deconm ssioning activities,
and they will participate at every NEAC neeting where they
are requested, and | think that is a good option for us
right now, to use that vehicle.

NEAC has al so forned a subconmittee, which was
announced prior to your arrival at this nmeeting, where they
are looking for some public participation in addition to the
menbers of the NEAC, and similar to what was done by NEAC
when they were | ooking at the 50.54(f) resolution for the
Units 2 and 3 when we were doing that, so that is the
vehi cl e we are using.

MS. STILLMAN. Ckay. Well, | amglad to hear that
because their neetings are certainly frequent and
appropriate for that particular advisory conmttee.
Qoviously, we will all be watching how this noves al ong over
many years. The questions do arise, though, about the high
| evel waste. You know, this is a conmunity that has sort of
learned to live with nuclear power and, unfortunately, a
trust that was there was broken, and it takes a lot to
restore it, and seeing this nove forward snoothly woul d be

one way of doing that.

And so | look forward to hearing nore as the
process noves along. |If | can be of any assistance on a
state level, please do not hesitate to ask nme. | would be

nore than happy to help with any neetings you m ght need or
gathering any information. And, again, | thank you for the
neeting this evening. And as we hear nore about 2010
approachi ng on high | evel waste and whether Yucca Mountain

is actually going to be the real repository, | think will be
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sonmething we will all be following, and, quite frankly, |
have ny doubts. And then you get into the whole issue of
transportation. So there will be a lot to tal k about over
the course of this and | won't bel abor this evening, but I
t hank you very nmuch for allowing nme to address you. Thank
you.

MR, SHERI DAN. Thank you, Andrea.

If I may, can | ask a question fromthis
m crophone? 1Is that all right? GCkay. Thomas Sheridan
S-h-e-r-i-d-a-n. | want to follow up on Andrea's point. |
think it is probably the nost inportant point to be
di scussed in ternms of Waterford and our interest in having
the fuel renoved fromthe pools to dry casks.

Now, | amsorry, | had to |l eave for a while, as
you know. Do | understand correctly that that is what the
plans are or will be?

MR, TEMPLE: As we stated in the presentation
that is under evaluation. And, you know, certainly, there
are benefits associated with dry cask storage, but there is
risks also that we have to evaluate. W have a tine period
to have that eval uati on conpleted by m d-year 2000.

MR, SHERIDAN. If | may then, let ne, on behalf of
the conmunity, put a plug in here to really encourage the
conpany and the NRC to give that sone very serious
consideration. Dry cask storage has been shown nationw de
to be an effective way of storing high level waste and it is
al so, as you probably are well aware of, but maybe a | ot of
the audi ence here is not, it is stored in casks that are

al ready prepared for shipping, and that is a big plus,
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because it is the first step in the process of renoving the
waste fromthe comunity.

From Waterford's point of view, and, in fact, from
al |l of Southeastern Connecticut's point of view, the high
| evel waste issue is of critical inportance. Thank you.

MR, WHEEEER SHERI DAN:  Any ot her questions? Ron.
State your nanme and spell it, if you would, Ron.

MR McKEOMN: My nane is Ron McKeown,
Mc-K-e-o-wn. | have | guess a sinplistic question. |If
you were in our shoes relative to the risks and hazards,
what are the critical, potentially hazardous, dangerous
steps in the process, and when do they occur? | nean it
seens to ne these people have concerns about safety and
concerns. | nmean as things -- this is a process, and there
nmust be sone nore significantly serious or dangerous steps
in the process. What are they? Wat should we as the
public be looking for to make sure it was done right, and
when do they occur?

MR, FRASER. Ckay. As | understand the questi on,
you are wondering what the decomni ssioning risks are, the
el evated areas of risk.

VR McKEOMN:  Yes.

MR, FRASER. And when will they be occurring. Let
me preface that with that risks in deconm ssioning are
orders of magnitude | ower than when the plant was operating.
The fuel has gone through significant decay, so the source
termfor any potential offsite release is nuch snaller.

Wth that being said, there are going to be

activities that will have eval uations that are necessary
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prior to them being perforned, such as handling the reactor
vessel or such as transferring the fuel to a dry fue
storage facility, if that is a chosen path.

MR, McKEOMN: And those are effectively the
critical stages?

MR, FRASER: Those are two of the |arger ones,
yes.

MR, McKEOMN: And when do they -- roughly, when
woul d t hey occur?

MR, FRASER. We | ook at dry fuel storage, again,
if inplemented, to be conplete by the begi nning of about
2006, and vessel segnentation, the exact tinefrane has not
been identified for that yet, where it is going to fit into
t he schedul e.

MR, McKEOMN:  You said when they would end. Wen
woul d t hey begi n?

MR, FRASER: Approxi mately two years before that.

MR McKEOM:  So, 2004.

MR, FRASER: Roughly, yes.

MR McKEOMN: So you are saying --

MR, FRASER. Again, we are refining the dates and
activities right now.

MR, McKEOMN: So, if | understanding you
correctly, that between now and the year 2004, there are no
el evated tinme periods of risk that are above when the plant
when was runni ng?

MR, FRASER. During the entire decomi ssioni ng,
there --

MR, McKEOMN: The entire deconm ssioni ng?

52
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MR FRASER  There are no areas of risk that are
hi gher than when the plant was operating.

MR, McKEOMN:  And during even that phase, which is
bel ow operational |evel, the spikes, if you want to call it,
of potential risk don't occur until the year 2004? Am|
saying that correctly?

MR FRASER That is -- | haven't heard it
characterized in that way, but | think that could be --

MR McKEOMN: Not a friendly word, | amsorry.
Thank you.

MR, FRASER. But that is fairly accurate, yes.

MR, McKEOMN:  Thank you.

DR. MASNIK: | might add, this is M ke MasniKk,
that those risks are primarily to the work force, too.
nmean the risk associated with noving the vessel or noving
t hese naj or conponents are prinarily with the work force and
not the nmenbers of the public.

MR SHERI DAN:  Ceri .

M5. WNSLOW Hi, | amGeri Wnslow, | live in
Waterford, Connecticut. GCeri with G Ge-r-i,
Wi-n-s-1-o-w. | live in Waterford. | spoke at the
February 9th neeting.

| have just jotted down a few things tonight.
First of all, | guess | amlittle, you know, unhappy that
SAFSTOR wasn't chosen as the choice for MIlstone 1. | was
hoping that it would sit and deactivate a | ong | onger
Because there is a sketchy thing there with what are we
exactly going to do and what are we going to SAFSTOR  So |

ama little confused. There is probably no details
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avai | abl e yet about what exactly is going to be taken apart.
| don't know how that could be changed, you know, that could
be changed. Well, nmaybe we will SAFSTOR this and dismantle
that. | just would have felt better if the entire thing was
SAFSTORed for 30 years, | think that is the safer route to
go.

Let's see, what el se?

MR, SHERI DAN. Geri, would you like -- | think
that question, if you put it in the formof a question, it

deserves a response. Wuld you --

MS. WNSLOW Well, | expect there will be nore
down the road. | was pleased to see, on the flip side of
that, | was pleased to see the chart that nothing is going

to happen immedi ately. There is going to be sone tine to
nmake sure the plans are in place, and | am pl eased about
t hat .

So, but | do have -- | am uneasy about taking
conponents of a plant out while two are up and running.
don't -- is that new? That is sonething that hasn't been
done at any of the other plants. Because they are either --
the ones that have running plants and decomi ssi oned pl ants,
usual ly they go the SAFSTOR option, that is what | was told
i n February.

DR. MASNIK: M ke Masni k again. Yeah, we have had
some experience in that actually at the Three Mle Island
pl ant where we had the worst accident in the United States,
where we did sonme naj or decontam nation and di snantl enent of
that facility. So, yes, we have to be concerned about the

interaction between the two facilities and | think that is
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one thing that was brought out in tonight's discussion is
that there is a lot of concern about interactions between
the two facilities, and that is one of the things that we
| ook at very carefully.

MS. WNSLON Ckay. W hope so. On the high
l evel --

MR WHEELER: | was trying to keep up with sone of
the things that you are identifying here as your interests.
| think | also heard you express an interest in the what and
t he when certain things m ght be happening. And | would
invite the licensee to nake any conments on perhaps what
wi || be happening first or when, or repeat sone of what was
nmenti oned before.

MS. WNSLON Well, we do have -- you know, we
have the outline of tonight to go by as an initial

MR WHEELER  You have that.

M5. WNSLOWN And | amsure that the public will
be kept inforned through the process.

MR, WHEELER: Al right.

MS. WNSLOW | ampretty confident about that.
On the canister, the high level storage, you know, that is

sonmething that is of concern to ne. And | amnot sure about

the waste being stored in the canisters. | have to check
into that, because | have heard sonme of themleak. | have
heard an expert talk. In fact, we had an expert conme at one

point in waste nanagenent. And | think it might be a good
option, though, for MIlIstone 1. | amglad, you know, it
won't be shi pped anywhere. | don't want to see anything

shi pped through this town, because | am very concerned about
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that, too, even the | ow | evel conponents as they go back and
forth. W just had a najor accident out here. W have a
real traffic problemon 95 alnost all the tine, and
transporting waste is not sonething that | personally would
like to see in this town.

MR SHERIDAN  Ceri, | have a substantial file on
the canisters. | would be happy to share it with you and
others if you care to give ne a call.

M5. WNSLOW And | just wanted it to go for the
record that sonebody nentioned all the oil that the
operation of MIlstone 1 saved. It night have saved a
certain anount of oil, but let's not -- you answered nmy own
guestion, created 916 netric tons of high level waste. So
it is nmore of this and |ess of that, one or the other

And, also, | amglad to see MIlstone 1 finally
deconmi ssioned. In 1975 alone it rel eased 2,970,000 curies
of radiation into the air. So we don't want to see that
again. So those are ny comments. Thank you very much.

MR, WHEELER: Thank you, GCeri

MR, SHERI DAN. Are there any other comments?
John.

MR MARKOW CZ: John Markowi cz, Ma-r-k-o-wi-c-z,
Waterford, Connecticut. | would like to pick up on Ron's
guestion and ask it a little bit differently to both the
conpany and Entergy, and also to the NRC. And the question
is with respect to level of risk in the process for the tw
operating plants, and ny concern is that there are sone
conmon systens that have to, | hope, very carefully be

separated fromMIIlstone 1 decomm ssioning and M| stone 2
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and 3 operating, and there is a level of concern, fromny
experi ence, whenever you turn a switch off and sonethi ng nay
be relying on it froma safety perspective at an operating
plant. So could you address that? And | would like to ask
the NRC a question related to that.

MR, ROTHEN:. The nunber one priority that we gave
Entergy when they arrived on site was the safe operation of
our existing units, to maintain the systens that were on
Unit 1 and, therefore, transferring responsibility to
Entergy, that it was incunbent on themto maintain those
systems in a safe operating condition, which they -- we are
pl eased with the results, they have done an excellent job of
t hat .

But to nake sure that that continues, and when we
| ook at the nodifications necessary, and there are sone
design nods, we will physically alter the plant so that the
ownershi p of those systems now will be transferred to the
operating units. Primarily Unit 2 is affected, but there
are a couple of systens for Unit 3. There are al so
adm ni strative procedures that have to be changed and the
owner shi p goes over to the operating units, as opposed to
Unit 1.

W fornmed a conmittee that would | ook at the
isolation of the unit and that comittee is nade up of M ke
Brothers, the head of Operations, Ray Necci who is the head
of Oversight, Dave Anerine who is the head of Engineering.
They are all Vice Presidents. John Cowan, nyself and it is
chaired by project managenent. Lee Aivier has final say

over any design nod that we have on those units. W also
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take them through a very rigorous review process that goes
through the entire process of plant -- the PORC, SORC and
the NSA, being the nuclear groups, and they do reviews on
every one of those designs before they are allowed to be
i mpl enented, and that is the process we are goi ng through
right now, John. So, yes, we view that very seriously and
it is adirect threat to operations if, in fact, they have a
problem and we view it very seriously, and they are not
allowed to do any work until it has gone through all those
reviews to make sure it conforms.

MR, MARKOW CZ: | understand, | appreciate the
answer, and | would hope that as part of these public
presentations, either with the Nucl ear Energy Advisory
Counci | or whatever other vehicle, until those systens are
fully segregated, that the briefings include the status of
t he process and where you are at.

And | guess if the NRC could conment upon ny
guestion. And, also, as a related -- you know, how are you
going to watch this, is the question. And | am curious as
to there is a shift in the chain of command that you touched
on, that Catal do goes fromRegion | to DECON. And I am ki nd
of hoping the answer is going to be -- and he will do that
after all these systens are separated so there is no system
that either slips through the cracks or there is sone, well,
| thought you had it over there because | am not |onger over
there, | amover here. Could you talk about that a little
bit and nake me nore confortabl e?

MR LINVILLE: Yes. As the Director of the

M1 stone Inspection Directorate responsible for the
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oversi ght of the operating reactors, that issue is of utnost
concern to me and ny inspection staff. Now, as | said, M.
Cataldo will be reporting to the Decomi ssi oni ng Branch
Chief, but he will be a share shared resource. He won't be
full-tinme on just the decomi ssioning aspects. At the sane
time, the resident inspectors at the operating units will be
| ooking at the nodifications and their inpact on the
operating units very closely also. That is really of great
concern to us and that is, as we understand it, the
licensee's intent to performthose nodifications before they
really get into any serious disnantlenment activities, and we
intend to assure that is the case.

MR, MARKOW CZ: | understand your answer, Jim |
guess it is nore specific. For those critical systens that
are part of the transition that will be turned off and
isolated, who do | call? Do | call Cataldo? Do I call --

MR LINVILLE: You can call ne.

MR MARKOW CZ: Well, | amjust saying -- | am
just trying to get a feel for who is the person that has
primary responsibility for those systens since they cross
system boundaries, and who is that person in the NRC

MR, LINVILLE: Well, the licensee is, obviously,
ultimately responsi bl e.

MR MARKOW CZ: | amtal king about the NRC

MR, LINVILLE: But fromthe perspective of
oversight, that is ny responsibility. And all the residents
report to ne and they will all be looking at that as it
relates to the plant that they have responsibility for

MR, MARKOW CZ: So you understand ny concern?
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2

LI NVILLE: Absol utely.

2

MARKOW CZ: Duke, were you going to say
sonet hi ng?

MR WHEELER No, that covers it, | think.

DR. MASNIK: | was just going to say that we did
neet today and tal k about shared systens, and when | |eft
the office yesterday, ny Division Director specifically
rem nded me that this is an area that he is very nuch
interested in. So, | think there is a |ot of managenent
attention on this issue. W recognize the inportance.

MR, MARKOW CZ: Thank you. | appreciate the
opportunity to hear your coments and wel cone you to
Waterford and hope over the next 25 years everythi ng works
out just fine. My we live to see the end.

MR, SHERI DAN.  Any ot her thoughts or questions?

MS. PEABODY: | am Jean Peabody, P-e-a-b-o-d-y. |
have jotted a few things down.

MR, SHERI DAN. Jean, could you speak a little
closer to the mike?

MS. PEABODY: Wich one?

[ Laughter.]

MS. PEABODY: This one? A fewthings briefly |
jotted down was, one thing, it is hard for ne to believe the
way the nuclear community goes on its nmerry, outrageous |ong
way fromthe day one. | always think when | ook up at all
t hese good-| ooki ng, brainy nen and connect you with the
nucl ear conmunity, | don't understand that at all.

The other thing I wote down that you are | earning

now, as | read, how to decommi ssion a plant. You don't know
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how yet, but each one goes day by day, by day. In fact, in
one of our neetings where | talked to the Bechtel gentlenen,
| believe they are running up at Haddam is that correct,
and he had never touched a deconm ssioni ng before, and he
was one of the big boys.

And the last thing | want to say to you, that only
your paper work is superb -- only your paper work, and
have seen it all. Thank you.

MR, SHERI DAN. Thank you. W had anot her hand
back there.

MR KNIGHT: Hello, ny nane is Rod Knight, | ama
resi dent of Connecticut, western part of the state. But
just a sinple question | think, in regards to the
prelinm nary schedul e, you show approxi mately 10 years, if |
am readi ng the schedule correctly, for the renoval of spent
fuel fromthe pool to the DOE facility, starting in 9/2010,
conpleting in April of 2020.

My first question, first part of the question is,
nunber one, does this conply with or does this correlate to
t he annual capacity reports and acceptance priority ranking,
because 10 years seens |ike an awful optimstic period of
time? Having | ooked through that several tines, | have
never been able to get any schedule to cone out in 10 years
for shipnent of spent fuel. Just a question

And | realize that this is a prelininary schedul e,
but | think it needs -- that area needs to be | ooked at
again because it is a key factor in deternining whether you
go to -- whether you stay with wet storage or do to dry

storage. And how long the fuel remains on site is going to
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be very inmportant for that determination. And | guess it
doesn't need to be answered now, but | think there should be
some concern here about the 10 year period. And if anybody
has any conments on that, that's fine, but, otherw se,
just wanted to nake a point.

MR, SHERI DAN: Does anyone want to comment on
t hat ?

MR, FRASER: The short answer is, yes, it is in
alignment with the acceptance schedule. The success path
for fuel storage will be investigated, all avenues possible.
W will not |eave any stones unturned, if you will. It wll
be exhaustive to ensure that if, in fact, we do take the
approach to go dry storage, that it is the correct approach

MR, KNI GHT: Ckay. Thank you.

MR, SHERI DAN. O her questions or coments? Well
let me bring sone closure to -- oh, Ron

MR MKEOM: |'msorry. Just two little quick
guestions. And | may have missed this, and | apol ogize if |
did. | know you haven't been deconmm ssioning a | ot of
plants over a long period of tine, but in the United States,
I think you referenced before, that the potential dangers
are within the plant to the enpl oyees. Have there been any
enpl oyees who have been injured radioactively within a
deconmi ssioning plant? And has any citizen outside of a
plant, or a resident outside, offsite, ever been damaged or
i njured?

DR MASNIK: Let's talk first about the worker. |
amfamiliar with sonme instances of what we would cal

over exposure, where they got nore radiation than the federa
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limt, and that has happened at a couple of occasions. | am
famliar with one or two at Three Mle Island during the

cl eanup. As far as nenbers of the public offsite, | am
unaware of any radiation-related events involving nenbers of
the public. So, it has been pretty -- a pretty safe

i ndustry fromthat perspective. | nmean you do have

i ndustrial accidents Iike you would at any construction

site.

MR, McKEOMN:  Thank you.

MR, SHERI DAN. Ckay. | will nake another attenpt
to bring sone closure to this. First of all, | want to
thank -- oh, Joe, cone on. Cone forward.

MR, BESADE: Joe Besade again. | not only kept an
eye on M| Istone, | also went down and vi deot aped nost of

the neetings at CY since it has been shutdown. And | al so
have that on video, where there is a doctor concerned about
the dry cask storage, and he is concerned about the 2000
anti-tank guns in this country that can take and penetrate
t he casks once they are above ground.

As far as the mistakes that were nade with this
deconmi ssioning at CY, we find out that the client coul dn't
handle it hinself, so they had to turn around and hire
out side contractors due to the errors they were naking.

That is all docunented.

So that | don't want the public to really get too
ent hused with what they hear here tonight by the mgjority of
t hese people that are relying on this industry for their
bread and butter. So with that, | will stop for alittle

whi | e.

63
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MR, SHERI DAN. Thank you. Any other thoughts or
guesti ons?
[ No response.]

MR, SHERIDAN. If not, let me try and bring sone

closure to this. First of all, | want to thank both sides,
NRC and NU for bringing sone -- well, a substantial anount
of information to the table. It is obviously the beginning.

Decomi ssioning of this unit is critically inportant to the
State of Connecticut and to the Town of Waterford, and we
want it done properly.

I will be available if there is any citizen that
has any concern about the process. | would be happy to
respond and help get the information that is needed to
clarify any issue that mght be out there. | know Andrea
Stillman has promised to do |ikewise. W want it done
properly, we want it done safely. It has been a |ong
struggle for all of us in Southeastern Connecticut dealing
with these issues and it would be, as Andrea said, wonderfu
to see everyone's confidence built in having this project go
forward snoothly.

So, again, thank you, and thank you for coni ng

[ Appl ause. ]

[ Wher eupon, at 8:58 p.m, the neeting was

concl uded. ]

64




